
From: Jump, Christine
To: John Cook
Subject: RE: RFI - 2005 Status
Date: Thursday, September 17, 2015 2:29:00 PM
Attachments: CHK.Final.Final.RFI.Approval.4.06.doc

John-
 
Attached is the final approval of the 2005 RFI report; however, as you know, EPA required an
 additional RFI addendum in the facility permit.  That document has not been approved yet but
 is under review.
 
Chris Jump, L.G.
Waste Remediation and Permitting Branch
US EPA, Region 7
jump.chris@epa.gov
(913) 551-7141
 
Mailing address: 11201 Renner Boulevard, Lenexa, KS 66219
 
From: John Cook [mailto:JohnCook@kdheks.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, September 17, 2015 10:06 AM
To: Jump, Christine
Subject: RFI - 2005 Status
 
Just trying to clear up some admin file goo; did EPA approve the 2005 RFI (Vols 1 and 2)?  I have not located a letter
 in the KDHE file stating one way or the other. 
 
No big hurry, just wanting clarification.
 
Thanks!
 
jkcook
 

mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=B90CD30BFE064FFEAE59AFBD739F9DD0-JUMP, CHRISTINE
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April 28, 2006

CERTIFIED MAIL


RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Article No.  7004 2510 0006 9726 6322

Mr. Martin Smith 


Director, Corrective Measures & Landfill Engineering


Clean Harbors Environmental Services, Inc.


13652 CR 180


Carthage, MO 64836


RE:
RCRA Facility Investigation (RFI)


Response to Comments dated January 20, 2006



Clean Harbors Kansas (CHK), LLC



EPA I.D. # KSD007246846


Dear Mr. Smith:


The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 7 and the Kansas Department of Health and Environment (KDHE) are in receipt of the above referenced responses to EPA comments on the facility RFI Addendum Report dated August 29, 2005.  The submittal included replacement pages with amended text for inclusion in the RFI Final Report (January 20, 2005), as requested by the agencies.  With the inclusion of the amended text, EPA and KDHE consider the characterization of the site for the purposes of the RCRA Facility Investigation complete.  This letter represents “Notice of Approval,” with comments noted below, of the RFI Final Report, including the RFI Addendum.     

1.  In response to EPA’s comment regarding the creek as “an hydraulic barrier to shallow ground water flow that would preclude appreciable migration of ground water from one side to the other,”  the facility states,
 “…it is reasonable to conclude that the creek is a hydraulic barrier.”  The report also states, “…it is reasonable to expect some dispersion of constituents within the alluvial channel of the creek, which would explain the trace levels of constituents that have been detected at SK 13S.”  EPA/KDHE cannot accept both interpretations, that the creek is and is not an hydraulic barrier.  


2.  The data demonstrate the extent of the down gradient contaminant plume(s) have not been defined, both along the southern perimeter boundary of the facility, to the east/southeast of the facility, as well as across the east fork of Chilsom Creek.  Several contaminants have been consistently detected above the Federal Maximum Contaminant Levels (MCLs) near and along the down gradient facility boundary to the south (well pairs SK-2S and SK-2D; SK-3S and SK-3D; SK-4S and SK-4D; and SK-12S and SK 12D.)  Also of note, the concentrations in several of these wells demonstrate increasing concentration trends.  Because the extent of the down 
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gradient contaminant plume has not been defined to the south of the facility boundary and contaminants are detected across the east fork of Chilsom Creek, the Determination Result for the Environmental Indicator ‘Migration of Contaminated Ground Water Under Control’ (RCRAInfo Code CA750) has been drafted as ‘No - Unacceptable migration of contaminated ground water is observed or expected.’ 

 3.  EPA and KDHE reiterate the request that CHK sample all facility wells at least semi-annually.  EPA and KDHE note the data and the data analyses presented in the January 20, 2006 response to comments do not demonstrate annual ground water monitoring will be sufficiently protective of human health and the environment, especially in light of the increasing trends in contaminant concentrations in several of the facility down gradient perimeter wells.  EPA will consider a reduction in sampling frequency following two years of semi-annual monitoring, if the data prove such a reduction is sufficiently protective.


4.  EPA and KDHE request the facility produce isoconcentration maps of the following constituents for the samples collected during the Spring 2006 monitoring event: tetrachloroethene, trichloroethene, cis-1,2-dichloroethene, vinyl chloride, 1,1,1-trichloroethane, and total volatile organic compounds to be included in the forthcoming Corrective Measures Study (CMS.)  In addition, EPA and KDHE request the facility also prepare a potentiometric contour map of the deep aquifer along with the shallow aquifer, and place ground water levels on revised cross sections for inclusion in the forthcoming CMS.  These figures will add greatly to the understanding of the site and assist in the remedy selection process.


5.   Please find included as an enclosure to this letter specific comments pertaining to the Health Risk Assessment Work Plan dated February 21, 2006.  EPA expects that these comments will be incorporated into the Health Risk Assessment.  


Please submit the Health Risk Assessment within 90 days receipt of this letter.  If you have any questions about the contents of this letter, please do not hesitate to contact me at (913) 551-7210.  The EPA and KDHE appreciate your cooperation as well as continued efforts to meet the corrective action obligations specified in the facility permit.

Sincerely,


Lisa A. Gotto


Project Manager


Enclosure

cc:
John Cook


KDHE/BER



Brian C. Martinek


Cameron-Cole
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